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1. The Indonesian government considers non-timber forest products (NTFP) as 
minor forest products. The term minor not just reflects the government’s 
perception of tropical forest and its resources, which mainly value timber 
products. It also reflects the low monetary contribution of NTFP to 
government revenues (this thesis). 
 
2. The monetary value of NTFP can only be measured by conducting a holistic 
approach towards community and households’ use of these NTFP. The 
methods of used for assessing the economic value of NTFP are very site 
specific, following local context and local market conditions (this thesis).  
 
3. If natural tropical forests are to sustain under the pressure of heavy and 
increasing resource exploitation, their values have to be proven to compare 
with the values of other land use options (this thesis).  
 
4. An analysis of the overall impact of NTFP utilization by the indigenous 
people of the Paser district on the forest ecosystem is complicated by the fact 
that resource use in the forest is time bound and covers multiple products 
(this thesis).  
 
5. The integration of indigenous knowledge and scientific knowledge in forest 
management is absolutely necessary for successful conservation and for the 
involvement of indigenous people in sustainable forest management (CBD). 
 
6. Revealing the monetary values of tropical forest ecosystem would 
necessarily have implications for forest management both in terms of 
compensation of local communities and conservation of forest resources 
(Markandya 1991 and Pearce 1996).  
 
7. To estimate the total value of forest, socio-cultural dimensions of NTFP 
have to be included in the economic valuation process. This has to be done 
to ensure that the interests of all stakeholders are represented, therefore the 
total valuation is almost impossible, difficult, time consuming and yet a 
complex task (Gregory 1987). 
 
8. The difficulties to get the traditional property rights to forest resources have 
led many forest dwelling communities in Indonesia and elsewhere not to 
bother about their property rights as long as they can use and generate 
income from the forests.  
 
9. The change of forest use patterns from common property to a private or 
individual use has reduced the role of traditional leadership in controlling 
natural resource extraction which ultimately results in degradation of the 
resource (Colfer 1999). 
 
10. Many scientists perceived that most indigenous peoples are forest dependent 
communities, and others said forest and its sustainability rely much on 
indigenous peoples. If both of these two are right, why and how is this 
interdependency broken and went wrong?  
 
11. When there is no accessibility and when there are no government programs, 
indigenous people find themselves completely dependent on nature. In those 
conditions they will not aim to maximize the economic value of the forest’s 
natural resources.  
 
12. Thousands of questions have been responded by field informants to obtain 
this book, but, I could not give them many answers of what they should do 
to get their right to forest resources.  
